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CITY WCIR 
FIFN-ICE DIRECT(IR 
C e r t i f i c a t i o n  of claims a d  authorization to issue checks, Attached i s  the w i s t e r  
o f  claims t o  be approved a t  thP r egu la r  rreeting o f  the City Cwncil on January 20, 1993. 
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[----I COUNClC COMMUNICATION 

APPROVED -______ 
THOMAS A PETERSON f.3cCyCI.a paper 

AGENDA TITLZ: Report on procedure for Payment of Claims 

MEETING DATE: January 20, 1993 

PREPARED BY: City Manager 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: None required. Information only. 

City Manager 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: At the regular meeting of December 16, 1992 and 
January 6, 1993, Councilmember Davenport questioned 
the manner in which City bills and payroll is marla. 

The City Attorney has prepared memos addressing this issue and they are 
attached (Exhibit A and B). 

In an effort to determine what is the generally accepted practice in some other 
area public agencies, I contacted 10 such agencies. The cities of Tracy, 
Manteca and Escalon follow a practice identical to the City of Lodi. The 
others: Stockton, Ripon, Lathrop, Galt, Modesto, Merced and the County of San 
Joaquin do not put the item on the agenda. 

In addition to unnecessarily inconveniencing vendors, many of them local, who 
do business with the City of Lodi by making them wait up to two to three weeks 
longer for their payment, the City would also lose a considerable portion of 
its vendor discounts. Some vendors give percentage discounts if they receive 
payment within a specified period. This loss would be in the area of $3,500 - 
$4,500 annually. 

I The February 2, 1993 "Shirtsleeve" topic will be a review of various City 
council procedural policies. The Council may wish to discuss how this item is 
to be addressed in the future. 

mJ"DING: None required 

Thomas A. Peterson 
City Manager 

TAP : br 



To : The Honorable Mayor and Council Members 
City Manager 
Finance Director 

From: Bob McNatt, City Attorney 

Date : January 7, 1993 

Subject: CONSENT CALKNDAR ITEM: "CLAIMS" 

SITUATION 

Gn the "Consent" calenchr portion of each City Council meeting agenda is an 
itern denominated "Claims". Under this item, the Council is asked to ratify 
payments previously made for such expenses as payroll, bulk electric power 
purchases, etc. Concerns have been expressed by Councilmember Dawnport 
that because the Council does not approve these payments in advance, but 
only ratifies them afterward, the methodology may be illegal. A staff 
response on this matter ha8 been requested by the Coimcil. 

ANALYSIS 

Limits on and grants of authority regarding municipal financial affairs are 
found in various places throughout California law. The cornerstone of 
municipal authority is Article 11, Section 7 of the California Constitution 
which grants general authority to cities for all "municipal affairs"; this 
has been interpreted to include fiscal policies (cramex v. S a n  Die- 330 
P.2d 235). 

Other examples of provisions covering municipal fiscal matters include 
California Constitution Article 1 3 A ( 1 )  [limits on property ta~eS1 , 
California Constitution Article 16, Section 18 [debt limits], and Chapter 4 
of Division 3 of the California Government Code (commencing with Section 
37200) covering municipal financial powers generally. 

The r-st relevant statute on this topic is Gmrernment Code Section 37208 
(cop: attached) which addreeees payments for the type of claims at issue 
her<.. This statute clearly providee that payment of claims for payroll and 
itecis "conforming to a budget approved by . . .  the legislative body need not 
be audited by the legislative M y  a I o r  to oavme nt" (emphasis added). 

Although I don't believe ths City Clerk usually "certifies" that the claims 
conform to an approved budget as referred to in subsection (b) of this 
statute, our situation MY simply be an example of a past Council's 
exercise of its discretion to modify the statutory plan. 

Under subsectioil (c) of this statute, the Council could choose to "ratify" 
the payments (1.e.. approve after the fact) once a year in the form of an 
audited comprehensive financial report and dispense entirely with having 
the ''Claims" item on each Council agenda. In fact, the City Council now 



Honorable City COuLAl Membere, 
City Manager and Finance Director 
January 7, 1993 
Page Two 

. 

receives such an annual audit report which includes all the same item 
previously presented under "Claims". It appears this would satisfy the 
criteria in subsection (c). 

CONCLUSIONS AND 0 PINIONS 

It is my opinion that the City's present nclaimen procedures are legal. I 
suspect that this item has appeared on the agenda for as long as anyone can 
recall because sane previous Council wanted frequent updates on City 
expenditures. 

It does not appear the City is required to have a aClaimsa item on each 
agenda. In doing so, the City appears to be acting within its discretion. 
I am aware of sane cities which do rzpf; custcuuarily put such iterne on 
Council agendas at all, choosing instead to approve the once-annual 
financial audit. Conversely, I have been told that 8- cities choose to 
have I offer no opinlon as to 
the desirability of any of these approaches. 

the Council approve all varrante beforehand. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BOB MCNATT 
City Attorney 

BM:vc 

attachment 

CCCLAIMS/!tXTA.OlV 
cc: City Clerk 
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XNMENT 
Title 4 

FINANCXALPOWERS Q 37210 
Dtv. 3 
8 37208. Payroll warrants or chcckb; warrant, or checic. In payment of 

(a) Payroll warrants or checks need not be audited by the legislative body 
prior to payment. Payrolls shall be presented to the legislativc body for 

budgeted demands; audit: ratlflcation and approval 

as not inval- 
payment of 
y for miscel- 
lww (1934) 

time and 

Id mayor of 
:lent for mis- 
curred in the 
!iu. in addi- 
red expenses. 
10 valid ordi- 
tch payments 
: claimed ex- 
fication. Ai- 
.Icixo (1975) 

i or attend- 
hall certify 
employees. 

! 
i Hhtodcd Note 
1 

The 1959 amendment added the second para- The 1986 amendment inserted subdivision 
graph in its praent form u-pt 8s modified by designations deleted the second sentence of 
the dscqwnt t h m  amendments. rubd. (b) which provided: "Budgeted demands 

The 1970 amendment, in the first sentence of paid by warrant prior to audit by the Icgishtive 
the w n d  paragraph. Inserted "or resolution". body S h d  bc presented to the ldshtive body 
ne 1980 unendmenl invrtd -or ckcks- for ratification and a proval at the flrst met- 

throughout & s t i o n ;  and, in the mend in6 after delivery Of & m n h m ;  m d  d d d  
sentence of the second paragraph. substituted 
"wamntsm for 'wPrmntm. Dcrhtlon: See Derivation under 9 37206. 

k)* 

See West's California Code Forms, Government. 

9 37209. Tranrfu of city clerk's dutltr to dlrector of hancc; ordlnurce 
The duties imposed upon the city clerk by this article may be transferred to 

a director of finance when such office has been established and the powers 
and duties thereof defined by ordinance. Such an ordinance shall require the 
execution by the director of finance of the bond required of the city clerk by 
Section 36518 of this Code. 
(Added by Stats.1955, c, 1754, p. 3242, 5 1.) 

Llbtuy R e f m n r t r  
Municipal Corporations -170. 
CJS. Municipal Corporations 5 545. 

Sovcretgn Immunity study. 5 c.l. L Rev. 
Comm. Reports 299, 421 (1963). 

9 37210. Newly l n c r p n t e d  cltlea; lrruancc of ttmpomry nonnegotla- 

Newly incorporated cities that have not received revenues from property 
taxes may issue temporary non-negotiable notes bearing interest at a rate not 
exceeding 6 percent per annum to pay lawfully incurred current expenses and 

699 

ble notes; repayment 



TO : The Honorable Mayor and Council Members 
City Manager 
Finance Director 

From: Bob McNatt, City Attorney 

Date : January 13, 1993 

Subject : CONSENT CALENDAR "CLAIMS" PROCBDURES 

This is intended as a supplement to my memo of January 7, 1993 on the above 
topic. A question has been raised as to the effect of Government Code 
Section 37202 (attached) on the situation. Although reasonable minds could 
differ as to the effect of this statute, I don't believe it changes my 
overall conclusion that Lodi's handling of consent calendar claims items is 
proper. 

The language contained in Section 37202 which raises the question 
states "... the legislative body shall approve or reject demands only after 
such demands have been audited ..." (emphasis added). If that was a l l  the 
statute said, I would probably agree that State law might require prior 
approval of all City expenditures or payment of "demands". 

specific 

However, the Section begins by stating "[elxcept as provided in Section 
37208 ..." In my memo of January 7, 1993, it was ccncluded that Lodi is in 
compliance under Section 37208. One of the distinctions between these two 
statutes is that Section 37202 does not refer to payment of demands under a 
previously-adopted budget. when these two statutes area read together, I 
believe the logical conclusion is that cities have an option of how they 
choose to pay their bills. 

As I have previously said, I am unaware of any State law which remireg a 
city to adopt an annual budget. In such circumstances, I assume that 
Section 37202, which requires prior Council approval of all demands for 
items which are not contained in a formal budget, would apply. 

on the other hand, cities could choose under Section 37208 to ratify (after 
the fact) payments made on demands which conform t o  a previously-adopted 
budget. I believe this is the situation in Lodi. 



Claims Procedures 
January 13, 1993 
Page Two 

In summary, it is my opinion that if Lodi did not have an adopted budget, 
the provisions of Section 37202 might apply and Council approval would be 
required before demands could bet paid. However, since to my knowledge all 
the claims contained in the consent calendar for ratification are done 
pursuant to an approved budget, Section 37208 would apply. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BOB McNATT 
City Attorney 

BM:vc 

attachment 

cc: City Clerk 



8 37202 CITY GOVERNMENT 
nt1c 4 

8 37202. 
Except as provided in Section 37208, the legislative body shall approve or  

reject demands only after such demands have teen audited in the manner 
presrribed by ordinance or  resoluiion. Such audited demands may be sub 
mitted separately or a register of audited demands may bc submitted to the 
legislative body for approval or  rejection and shall have attached thereto the 
affidavit of the officer submitting the demands certifying as  to the accuracy of 
the demands and the availability cf funds for payment thereof. 
(Added by Stats.1949, c. 79, p. 154, 1. Amended by Stats.1951, c. 1248. p. 3095. 5 1; 
Stats.1970, c. 261, p. 525, 9 1.) 

Demands; audlt; submlssion; certification 

Hlstorlcal Note 

A s  added in 1949, this section read: 
+The ieRislative body shall audit demands." 
The 1951 amendment rewrote the section in 

its Prexnt  form. except as  modified bY the 
1970 amendment. 

The 1970 nmcndment substituted the exccp 
tion at the beginning of the first Icntence for 
"The". 

Derivation: See Derivation under 5 37201. 

Uhrnry References 
hluxicipal Corporations -1012. 
CJ.S. Municipal Corporations 5 2177. 

WESTLAW Electronic Research 
See WESTLAW Electronic Research Guide following the Preface. 

Notes of Declslons 
Actlunr and proceedings, In g e n e d  3 
Lkmandr. In general I 
Mandamus 4 
Nature and effect of determlnatlon 2 

1. Dcmmd., In general 
Under Municipal Corporation Act, 5 864. 

Stats.iP83. pp. 266 et seq., declaring that all 
"demands" against a city or town of the sixth 
class shall be presented and audited by the 
board of trustees. etc.. though the term "de- 
mands" was sufficiently broad to include 
claims for torts as  well as  on contracts. yet the 
purpox of the act being that the claim should 
be audited. which could not apply to claims for 
torts, !he act did not require presentation of a 
claim for damages for the maintenance of a 
nuisance as a condition precedent to the plain- 
tiffs right to sue thereon. Adams v. City of 
Modesto (1901) 63 P. 1083. 131 C. 501. 

2. Katurr? and effect of detcnnlnatlon 
Under a city ordinance authorizing the fire 

ruperlntendent to grant a fireman leave of ab- 
sence with pay during a sickness contracted 
while on duty. the determination by the super. 
intendent that a fireman's sickness was 10 con- 
tracted I s  conclusive, and the auditlng board 
has no discretion to disaliow the fireman's 
salary during such leaze. though the pay roil ~ r s  

made out and r.erified by fire chief must pas, 
through the hands of the auditing committee In 
the ordinary course of business. Jackson v. 
Wilde (1921) 198 P. 822, 52 C.A. 259. 

A city is not recluded. by its allowance of 
bills presented &r rents accrued under a void 
contract, from showing that such bills were in 
excess of "ie reasonable value of the property. 
Higgins v. City of San Diego (1896) 45 P. 824. 
118 C. 524. modified in other respects 50 P. 
670. 118 C. 524. 

The action of the trustees of a city on the 
presentation of a claim which they have jurlr- 
diction to hear and determine is a judicial act. 
and, whether right or  wrong, is blnding o n  the 
clerk. McConoughey v. Jackson (1894) 35 P. 
863. 101 C. 265. 40 AmS1.R. 53. 

3. 
The rejection of a claim against the city by 

its board of cxaminers does not affcci the right 
of action against the city on the claim. San 
Francisco Gas Co. v. City of San Francisco 
(1856) 6 C. 190. 

4. Mandunus 
Where petitioner had been erroneously fined 

by city judge under a statute pro 'dlng a penal- 
ty lor a felony and fine and been paid into city 
treasury. In view of treasurer's restricted rlght 

Actlonr and p d l n g m .  In gcnerd  

694 
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[- CO U NC I L CO M M U N I CAT! ON j 
AGENDA TITLE: Lodi Parks and Recreation Comission Response to Five or Seven 

Member Board 

MEETING DATE: January 20, 1993 

PREPARED BY: Parks and Recreation Direction 

R E C O W N D E D  ACTION: That the Nayor/City Council not increase the Parks and 
Recreation Comieeion from five to eeven members. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: At the City Council meetin3 of December 16, 1992, Mayor 
Pennino suggested that the Parks and Recreat.ion 
Commission review the pobsibility of increasing the 
Commission from five to seven members. (See Exhibit A 

Council Short Minutes of Decenber 16, 1992 and Exhibit B - Council Communication 
of December 16, i392 Meeting.) 

After a lengthy discussion by the Commission on pros and cons of each 
number membership, it was the opinion of the entire Commission that there was no 
major or monumental reason for enlargement Of the Commission at this time. (See 
Exhibit C - Commission Minutes of January 5 ,  1993.) 

Mr. Robert Johnson, Chairman of the Parks and Recreation Commission, will 
be in attendance to additionally discuss the Commission’s position on this item 
should Council want same. 

FUNDING: No basic change if Commission numbers Etay the same. Should two (2) 
additional members be added, we would encourage the Council to provide enough 
financial aesistanceto include the new members to participate in local, C.P.R.S. 
District and State Conferences, and meetings that pertain to the Parks and 
Recreation endeavors and business. A figure of $3,000 should then be added to 
the Parks and Recreation Administrative budget. 

Director 
Parks and Recreation Department 

RW: srb 
Attachment 

cc: Bob McNatt, City Attorney 



,.--. ' E X H I S I T  A /  SHORT MIMJTSS 
DBCEMBER 16, 1992 
PAGE FIVZ 

1 4 .  The City Council concurred with the fOl1oving appointments made by myor 
Pennino to varioue City of Lodi Boards and Cmissions: 

Lodi Seqior Citizens Commissioq 

Joan Rostomily, four-year term e.xpiring Deceinber 31, 1996 

Michael Nilosen, four-year term expiring December 31, i996 

Personnel Board of Review 

Peter Hetzner, four-year term expiring Decemter 31, 1996 

Site Plan w d  Architectural Review Committee 

Donald Kundert, four-year term expiring January 1, 1997 

Further, the City Council referred to the Lodi Pazks and Recreation 
Commission for review and recamendation the Mayor's suggestion to 
increase the size of the Parks and Recreation Commission to seven members. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19 - 
2 0 .  

Further, the City Clerk was directed to place this matter on the City 
Council agenda for the January 20, 1992 meeting. 

The City Council set a public hearing on January 2 0 ,  1993 to consider the 
appeal of Delta Sign6 and Crane Service of the Planning Conmrission~s 
decision regarding signage for Walmart in the area of Kettleman Lane and 
Lower Sacramento Road. 

The City Council concurred with the proposal by representatives of the 
Lodi District Chamber of Cmerce regarding formation of an Economic 
Development Committee. Fayor Pennino indicated that he would like to 
sene as an "At Large" member and asked the other members of the City 
Council to advise him if they are interested in serving on this cmittee. 

The City Council heard a presentation from California Waste Removal 
Systems regarding a proposed lo~-voIume collection option and introduced 
Ordinance No. 1564 entitled, 'An uncodified Urgency Ordinance of the City 
Council of the City o f  Lodi Sstablishing Options for  Refuse Collection and 
Settinq Rates for Lou-Volume Residential Waste Generators'. 

The City Council set parameters for the Citizens' Advisory Board regarding 
refuse rates as outlined by staff; however. it detemir.ed that the Federal 
Guidelines presently used by PGhE to determine economic hardships be used, 
and further, any citizen qualifying for exemption would be granted an 
$ 8 . 0 0  per month rate for use of the 20 gallon low-volume container. 

There were no ordinances for adoption. 

The City Council met in closed session regarding the following mattera: 

a) Litigation 

I. George Stolberg vs City of Lodi 

11. Kurt Bush, Jr. City of Lodi 
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CO U N C I L COM M U N ICATl ON 

AGENDA TITLE: Appointments/Reappointments to Various City of Ladi Boards and 
Canmi ssions 

MEETING DATE: Decenrber 16, 1992 

PREPARED BY: City Clerk 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:  That the City Council, by notion action, concur with the 
Mayor’s following appointments/reappoinments to various City 
of Lodi Boards  and Coolmissions and set for the Council meecing 
of January 6, 1993 the coneideration of expanding the Parks and 
Recreation C-ission to seven membera. 

. .  M i  Senior Citizens COrrrmlSsioq 

Joan Rostwily four-year term expiring December 31, 1996 

Michael Nilssen four-year term expiring D e c e m b e r  31, 1996 

J?wPPOINTMEW s 
Persom-el Board of Review 

Peter Hetzner four-year term expiring January 17, 1997 

Site Plan and Architectural Review CcnnrrtitteQ 

Donald Kundert four-year term expiring January 1, 1997 

€!erreation= 
Set for the Council meeting of January 6 ,  1993, the consideration of expanding 
the Parka and Recreation C a r m i s s i o n  to seven m e m b e r s .  

EACKGROUND INFOF?MATION: At the November 18, 1992 City council meeting, the City 
Clerk was directed to post for  these expiring terms. 

The activities cf the Recreation Conmission are getting larger because of the siz 
and depth of the territory we serve. ’ The responsibilities of the Parks an 
Recreation Ccmunission are more diverse today than they were years ago. 



j.4ppointments/Reappointments to Various Boards and Conanissions 
December 16, 1992 
Page Two 

Seventy percent of the applications I received were for the Parks arid Recreation 
C-iseion. This indicate8 a lot of interest from the citizens in the Lc3i area. 
Everyone of the applicants interviewed could serve on this commission and uould do a 
good job . 

The activities of this colmnission are getting ~ O O  big for a five member ccumission. 
Because of this interest, I would like Council Cancurrence to put on the January 6. 
1993 agenda, the possibility of expanding the Darks arid Recreation Conmission to 
seven members. 

FUNDING: None req-Jired 

Phillip A. Pennino 
Mayor, City of Lodi 

City Clerk 



Date: December 14, 1992 

To: Fellow Council Members 

From: Phillip Pcnnino 

Re: Various Commissions and Boards 

At the November 18th City Council Meeting, the Council directed the City Clerk to 
post the upcomming vacancies of the Boards and Commissions. Since !hat time 15 
individuals h v e  put in applications for appointment. 

During this past week I have met with each individual to discuss :he board and 
cornmission they applied for. The meeting toke about 112 hour each and centered 
around the goals and objectives of the commission, and their vision for the future of 
that particuliar commission or board. 

After canfid consideration I would like Council concurrence on the following 
appointments: 

Senior Citizem Commission: 
Mrs. J o a i  Rostomily 
Mr. MichaeI Nilssen 

Personnel Board of Review; 
Mr. Peter Hetzner (reappointment) 

Site Plan and Architectural Review Committee: 
Mr. Donald Kundert (reappointment) 

Parks and Recreation Commission; 
The activities of this commission is getting larger because of the size and depth 
of the temtory we serve. The responsibilities of the Parks and the Recresation 
are more diverse today then they were years ago. 

Seventy percent of the applications I received were for the Parks and Recreation 
Commission. This indicates dot of interest from the citizens in the Lodi ibczi. 
Everyone of the applicants interviewed could serve on this commission and do a 
good job. 

The activities of this commission are getting too big for a five member 
commission. Because of this interest, 1 would like council concurrence to put 
on the next agenda (January 6, 1993) the possibility of expanding the Parks and 
Recreation Commission to seven members. 
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Speaking on behalf o! the request: 

Mark Rowlands, 1431 Cardinal St., Lodi, CA (Club member) 

Speaking against the request: 

Sharon Hughes 
Donna Phillips 
Richard Draeger 

Again, Commissioner Casalegno suggested that perhaps this issue 
should be opened up to the public for more comments. Commissioner 
Wall inquired if any fees have been established for the t w o  events. 
Superintendent Field said the question of fees has not been addressed. 
Cornmissioner Melby's concern Is not to discriminate by not allowing this 
club to race their boats. 

On a motion by Commissioner Melby and a second by Ed Wall, the 
Commission approved the request of the Remote Control Boat Club to  
hold t w o  weekend events at Lodi Lake during 1993. 
Ayes - Commissioners Melby and Wall (2) 
Noes - Commissimers Casalegno and Johnson (2) 
Motion died 

On motion by Cornmissioner Johnson and second by Elvera Melby, the 
Commission approved the Remote Control Boat Club to hold one 
weekend racing event at Lodi Lake Park on May 1 and 2, 1993. 
Ayes - Commissioners Johnson, Melby, Casalegno, Wall 
Motion carried 4 - 0 

As questions regarding noise levels were introduced at  tonight's 
meeting, the Commission recommends that at some future time 
additional noise studies be made. It was suggested that these tests be 
done the weekend of the races in 1993. Club Commodore, Rod Snoddy, 
is in agreement. 

C. Reauest bv Citv Council ExDandina Parks and Recreation Commission 
from Five to Seven Members - The Commission discussed the pros and 
cons of Council request, and on motion by Commissioner Wall and 
second by. Bob Casalegno, the Commission recommends to retain the 
current Commission to i ive members. 
Ayes - Commissioners, Wall, Casalegno, Johnson, Melby 
Motion carried 4 - 0 

-4- 
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Aa yau u e  aware, the tennu of tw 1meaber8 of the P u b  and Recreation 
caaarieaion arb up at the end of air, monzh. I n  an affort to f i l l  thoee 
paeitians, an ammtmcement was M ~ B  in the ncrepaper and qp1icati-m 
were taken fram those intarseted in nerving 0 ~ 1  the cc*llai~~fon. 

I A total of 
eleven inclivi&ala applied. Them olevan lhcluding the  t w o  current 
m r a )  were esch Fntsrvisrcd for Sppmxilwtoly one-hrlf hour. At tha 
end 02 those h t e d e v s  I realire& there wet- a lot of people uho could 
add a great deal to thr .cope of the Parka and RecraatiOn prc?gra~n fox- 
r4rxi.i. 

muat r8y t b t  f nam hpr6eeed by the ntabor of applicant.. 

X n  that rsgard, 1 re~uwted of the City Cauncil at our December 16 
aeetinq that wn conmibox expending the Park8 a d  Recrsatloa C d a d o n  
to sapon &era. A0 the C i t y  of Lodi and the area that the Parke and 
Elrcmatfon Departxmnt m e t r i c s o  w. I believe thare ia n need to 
broaden the colbru ' a s i o n .  ?he Parks and Recreation Coapi~sion plays a kay 
role in the overall City organization. r note that tvo other key 
ammiseioas, the Planning ccnnission and th. Sonior Citizens cas.liesion 
both have seven R.bers. 

A t  your January meeting would you pleame dincuae the prom and COILO to 
thie poesible expansion? I would appreciate a reepcmw PO it can be put 
on the agsnda for tha City Council meeting of Jdnuary 1 0 .  

Phillip A. Parmino,  myor 
PAP : br 

c :  City #tanager 
Parkp and Recreatim Director 

JRN-18-1993 11: 29 P. Q2 
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CITY O F  L O D I  

January 21. 1993 

Mr. Bob Johnson 
Chairperson 
Lodi Parks and Recreation Commission 
1311 Midvale Road 
Lodi, California 95240 

Dear Bob: 

At the City Council meeting of January 20, 1993, the City Council heard 
the matter regarding the possible expansion of the Lodi Parks and 
Recreation Commission from five to seven members as suggested by Mayor 
Pennino in his memo to you dated December 30, 1992. 

Following discussion of this matter, the City Council, by a 4 -1 vote, 
determined it would take no further action on the matter. 

If you have any questions regarding the matter, please feel free to 
contact our office. 

very truly yours, , 

I 

City Clerk 

JMP 

4 
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CITY OF LODI COUNCIL COMMUNICATION I 
AGENDA TITLE: Resignation of Steve Scott from the Lodi Parks and Recreatfon 

Cormnission 

MEETING DATE: January 2 0 ,  1993 

PREPARED BY: City Clerk 

RECOMMENDED ACTION : 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION : 

FUNDING : 

JMP 

None required 

Informat ion only. 

Attached you will find a copy of the letter oj 
resignation which was received from Lodi Parks an( 
Recreation Commissioner Steve Scott. Mr. Scott hat 
served on the Parks and Recreation Commission sinct 
December 1988 and his term was due to expire on Decembei 
31, 1992. Council will recall that the City Clerk wa! 
directed to post for this expiring term at the Citl 
Council meeting of November 18, 1993. It is with regret 
that w e  accept M r .  Scott' resignation. 

i - 
ennif M. Perrin 
City Cferk 
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January 3 ,  1993 

Lodi City Council 
Mayor Phil Pennino: 

It is with regret that I have, for personal reasons, decided 
to terminate my position on the Lodi Parks and Recreation 
Commission, effective immediately. I leave the Commission with 
a sense of accomplishment and gratitude. Lodi Parks and 
Recreation will continue to be an interest of mine and a source 
of my support .  I wish the Commission well in future endeavors. 

Steve Scott 


